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INTRODUCTION

In September 1998, M ojave Nationa Preserve rdessed its first Draft Environmental Impact
Statement and General Management Plan. A notice of availability was published in the
Federal Register by the Environmenta Protection Agency on September 11, 1998 (FR
48727). Public review occurred from September 11, 1998 through January 15, 1999, a period
of 127 days. Eleven public workshops were held in October 1998 throughout the planning
regon of southern Cdifornia and southern Nevada. At these meetings aform was provided
for the public to write specific comments that they desired to be addressed by the planning
team. In addition, the planning team attended and participated in numerous meetings of the
M ojave Advisory Commission to obtain their feedback, concerns, and direction regarding the
development of the general management plan.

Approximatey 450 printed copies of the 1998 draft plan were distributed for review. In
addition, about 100 CD-ROM s containing both 1998 draft plans for M ojave and Desth Vdley
were aso sent. The 1998 draft plan was dso posted on the Internet with links from the park’ s
homepage and the Northern and Eastern M ojave planning page. Appendix A is alist of
agencies, organizations, and individuas who were sent copies of the plan.

M ojave received approximately 400 comment letters from government agencies, tribes,
interest groups, organizations, and individuds (see gppendix B) on the 1998 draft plan. In
addition, members of three environmenta groups (National Parks and Conservation
Association, The Serra Club, and The Wilderness Society) sent in goproximately 1,800
identical postcards. Severa additiond letters and postcards were received after the closing
date for public comments. All written comments are on file a park headquarters.

Agencies are directed to respond to substantive public comments received duringthe
comment period on draft environmenta impact statements. Comments are considered
substantive when they: @ question, with reasonable basis, the accuracy of information in the
draft environmentd impact statement, b) question, with reasonable basis, the adequacy of the
environmenta andysis, ¢) present reasonable dternatives other than those presented in the
draft environmenta impact statement, or d) cause changes or revisions in the proposa.
Comments that state a preference for one dternative (or component of an dternative), state
opinions, or are outside the scope of the plan, are not considered substantive and responses are
not provided. However, dl letters are read and considered. Substantive comments were
addressed by means of written responses, and where gppropriate, by revisions to the text of
the 1998 draft plan. Substantive comments are summarized on the following pages, dong
with our responses.

Largely dueto public comments, substantia changes were made to the 1998 draft plan.
Conseguently, the Nationa Park Service prepared arevised draft plan to address concerns
raised and to solicit additiona public review on the changes. Although not required, the
Nationa Park Service also choseto provide responses to the comments received on the 1998
draft plan in an atempt to darify issues, address inaccuracies, and provide responses to
questions raised on the plan. This section provides responses to agency and public comments
received on the 1998 draft plan.

COMMENTSAND RESPONSESON THE 1998 DRAFT 1
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT AND GENERAL M ANAGEMENT PLAN



AGENCY COMMENTSRECEIVED ON THE 1998 DRAFT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT AND GENERAL
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR MOJAVE NATIONAL PRESERVE

(Agency letters areincluded in their entirety, dong with our responses)

Agency Code Page
Federal Agencies
Environmenta Protection Agency EPA 3
Bureau of Land M anagement BLM 5
Native American Tribes
HoopaVadley Triba Council HV 11
State and County Agencies
CaliforniaDepartment of Fish and Game CDFG 13
San Bernardino County Board of Supervisors SBBS 28

COMMENTSFROM INDIVIDUALSAND ORGANIZATIONS

Since many comments wer e r eceived from individuals and or ganizations, we attempted to
captur e the essence of the substantive comments and provide a summary of Smilar comments
(shown in italics) to which we then provide aresponse. The guide to comment subjects beginning
on page 32 isorganized under the same major headings asthe 1998 Draft Environmental | mpact
Statement and General Management Plan that wasreleased in September 1998. The subheadings
and theitemslisted under them are intended to provide a tool for finding the agency response to
commentsreceived on that draft plan.
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